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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: amendment filed 10/10/2006, to the original application 
filed 4/9/1997. 

2. Claims 26-27, 29-47 pending. Claim 28 has been canceled. Claims 26, 32, 33, 34, 42 are independent 
claims. 

3. It is noted that the indication of allowable subject matter in the previous Office action was based upon 
the content of dependent claim 28 (now canceled, its content now incorporated into all pending independent 
claims). However, the indication of allowable subject matter has been withdrawn in view of newly found art. 
Accordingly, this action is non-final. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 26-27, 29, 32-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Templeman, U.S. Patent No. 5,845,303 issued December 1998, in view of Nielsen, U.S. Patent No. 
5,897,644 issued April 1999, and further in view of Branwyn, Gareth, Mosaic Quick Tour For MAC 
(hereinafter Mosaic), 1994 Ventana Press, Inc. pages 52-59. 

In regard to independent claim 26, Templeman teaches a display system utilizing the merging of 
content into a set of display frames, said frames organized into metaforms for presenting said content in various 
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preferred formats, intended to preserve the original content presentation style (i.e. newsletters, reports, business 
letters, etc.). The system uses information about the input data to determine a (preferred) display format for said 
data (Templemen Abstract, column 3 lines 15-43; compare with claim 1 "A method for preserving a preferred 
presentation .... comprising") . 

Templeman teaches obtaining obtaining a layout of display elements (Templeman column 3 lines 15- 
25). The use of elements on a web page would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention, because Templeman teaches that the hierarchical tagging of its system permits importation of 
HTML formatted data, suggesting an HTML embodiment, and providing the advantage of a popular type of 
document presentation utilized on computers such as PDA's, as well as the Internet (Templeman column 1 
lines 34-36, column 3 lines 40-43, column 7 lines 62-67) (compare with claim 1 "obtaining a layout of display 
elements on a web page"). 

Templeman teaches analyzing input content data for merging onto an appropriate (preferred) frameset 
(Templeman column 3 lines 15-25, 28-40). Templeman teaches an originally authored tag. within the received 
content for identifying to the system the appropriate (preferred) form to use, in the present case, a newsletter 
style frameset (Templeman column 5 lines 30-56, column 8 lines 60-65, Figure 3A). It is noted that said 
newsletter frameset (Figure 3 A) incorporates two main body columns, separated by a main vertical split which 
is determined by the template. This can be interpreted as a primary split direction, said split direction typical of 
many newsletters and newspapers, (compare with claim 1 "determining, using a first computer system.... on said 
one or more second computer systems", and "determining splits of the web page, in the primary split 
direction"). 

Templeman does not specifically teach said layout presentation influenced by browser configuration. 
However, Nielsen teaches a transformation that transforms a web page (preserving an aspect ratio), for display 
in an HTML processing application (i.e. a web browser) in output devices of differing sizes (Nielsen Abstract, 
column 3 lines 31-50, column 7 lines 19-65; compare with claim 1 "said layout is susceptible to influence by 
browser configuration"). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
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invention to apply Nielsen to Templeman, providing Templeman the benefit of web page display resizing within 
Templeman 's relationship constraints (Templeman column 8 lines 41-48) in web browsers for fitting various 
sized devices (i.e. laptops, PDAs, etc.). 

Templeman teaches a metaform which can be selected by a user (requested from a user) (Templeman 
column 5 lines 45-49). Templeman also, teaches a template newsletter frameset primarily showing two columns 
in accordance with a single vertical center split, as dictated by said template (an internal representation) 
(Templeman Figures 1A, 3 A). 

Templeman does not specifically teach "enabling the size of the selected text of the web page to be 
locked 1 '. However, Mosaic teaches that restrictions can be placed upon various portions (e.g. font type or size) of 
text in a web document (font size can be locked) (Mosaic page 55 - bottom paragraph, also page 57 - whole 
page, also Figures 3-23, 3-25, 3-26). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to apply Mosaic to Templeman, providing Templeman the benefit of locking text, thereby 
preserving the original appearance intended by a Web document's creator. 

In regard to dependent claim 27, Templeman teaches a metaform which can be selected by a user 
(Templeman column 5 lines 45-49). 

In regard to dependent claim 29, Templeman teaches a newsletter template frameset (Templeman 
Figure 3 A), used for displaying the newsletter of Templeman Figure 1 A (see also Templeman column 5 lines 
30-36), said newsletter displaying locations of determined splits, as defined by said frameset. 

In regard to independent claim 32, claim 32 reflects the system comprising computer readable 
instructions used for performing the methods as claimed in claim 26, and is rejected along the same rationale. 
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In regard to independent claim 33, claim 33 reflects the computer readable storage medium 
comprising computer readable instructions used for performing the methods as claimed in claim 26, and is 
rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to independent claim 34, claim 34 reflects the system comprising computer readable 
instructions used for performing the methods as claimed in claim 26, and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 35, 36, Templeman teaches a metaform (template) can be selected by a 
user. Since Templeman teaches metaforms existing for various types of presentations (i.e. newsletters, reports, 
business letters, etc.) with differing display properties, selection of various metaforms includes selection of 
various split directions within said metaforms (Templeman column 3 lines 29-40, column 5 lines 45-49). 

Templeman teaches a default vertical split direction within a newsletter template frameset (Templeman 
Figure 3A; compare with claim 14) 

In regard to dependent claim 37, Templeman teaches a vertical split direction within a newsletter 
template frameset (Templeman Figure 3A). 

In regard to dependent claims 38, 39, Templeman teaches a newsletter template frameset comprising 
various vertical and horizontal splits (Templeman Figure 3A). Templeman lays content into the various 
dynamically sized frames of said frameset divided by various splits (Templeman column 3 lines 15-26, column 
8 lines 14-38, 42-48, column 9 lines 4-14). 

In regard to dependent claims 40, 41, Templeman and Nielsen teaches a newsletter page displayed 
with splits analogous to the newsletter template frameset (Templeman Figures 1A, 3A; compare with claim 18). 
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Templeman teaches a newsletter frameset, the sizes and constraints of frames within said frameset are 
dynamically and independently calculated (Templeman column 3 lines 20-26, column 8 lines 40-49, 60-65, 
column 9 lines 25-34). 

In regard to independent claim 42, claim 42 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as 
claimed in claim 26, and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 43, 44, claims 43, 44 incorporate substantially similar subject matter as 
claimed in claims 27, 29 respectively, and are rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 45, Templeman teaches a metaform which can be selected by a user 
(requested from a user) (Templeman column 5 lines 45-49). Templeman also, teaches a template newsletter 
frameset primarily showing two columns in accordance with a single vertical center split, as dictated by said 
template (an internal representation) (Templeman Figures 1 A, 3 A). 

6. Claims 30-31, 46-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Templeman, 
Nielsen, and Mosaic as applied to claims 26, and 42 above, and further in view of King et al. (hereinafter 
King), U.S. Patent No. 6,161,114 issued December 2000. 

In regard to dependent claims 30, 31, Templeman does not specifically teach a publish request and a 
preview request. However, King teaches a design engine comprising a "publish command" and a "print 
preview" command (King column 10 lines 39-51). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to apply King to Templeman, providing Templeman the benefit of said commands 
so that a user can view pages as they actually created (see King column 10 lines 49-5 1). 
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In regard to dependent claims 46, 47, claims 46, 47 incorporate substantially similar subject matter as 
claimed in claims 30, 31 respectively, and are rejected along the same rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 26-27, 29-47 have been considered but are moot in view of 
the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be 
directed to William L. Bashore whose telephone number is (571) 272-4088. The examiner can normally be 
reached on 1 1 :30am - 8:00pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Heather 
Herndon can be reached on (571) 272-4136. The fax phone number for the organization where this application 
or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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9. 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 



Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




WILLIAM BA8HORE 
PftMAHV EXAMINER 



November 9, 2006 



